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S"Uary

Easterbrooke and USCC request that the FCC amend its rules to

preclude the filing of "Phase I" or "Phase II" "unserved area"

applications which propose coverage within the National Radio Quiet

Zone ("Quiet Zone").

The standards employed by the National Radio Astronomy

Observatory ("NRAO") in Green Bank, west virginia to prevent or

minimize possibly harmful interference to the NRAO have had the

effect of barring cellular facilities from parts of the Quiet Zone

and of imposing severe constraints on other facilities.

Accordingly, the FCC's rationale for allowing a five year "build

out" period for cellular licensees, after which markets could be

opened to new applicants for areas left unserved, is not applicable

in RSAs overlapping the Quiet Zone. In those markets, the

existence of large unserved areas at the conclusion of the five

year build out period is a result not of an unwillingness to serve

the relevant market on the part of its licensee but of a unique

government policy precluding service.

Accordingly, Easterbrooke and USCC propose that no RSA

unserved area applications be accepted which propose service within

the Quiet Zone. Rather, Quiet Zone licensees should be able to

apply to serve the Quiet Zone during their license terms under the

rules in effect during their five year build out period, and should

be allowed to take advantage of any relaxation in Quiet Zone

i
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restrictions or new engineering techniques permitting better

coverage within the Quiet Zone.

Also, adopting the rule proposed will prevent major

administrative difficulties for the FCC, which otherwise might have

to process many ungrantable unserved area applications and the

NRAO, which might not be consulted in advance by unserved area

applicants or might have to evaluate many applications which could

not be granted.

In light of the imminence of Quiet Zone unserved area filing

deadlines, Easterbrooke and USCC also seek to stay the filing of

any unserved area applications, including those of unserved area

licensees, proposing coverage in the Quiet Zone while the FCC

considers this rulemaking request.

ii
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Easterbrooke Cellular Corporation ("Easterbrooke") and

united states Cellular Corporation ("USCC") (jointly

"Petitioners"), pursuant to section 1.401 of the Commission's

rules, hereby submit a Petition For Rulemaking ("Petition")

requesting that the FCC amend section 22.949 of its rules to

provide that those portions of RSAs within the National Radio

Quiet Zone ("Quiet Zone") not serve as a basis for or be SUbject

to "unserved area" applications.' And, in the interim between

the pUblic notice of the acceptance for filing of this Petition

'Easterbrooke is the non-wireline cellular licensee in West
virginia RSA #5 - Tucker and USCC is the parent company of Hardy
Cellular Telephone Company ("Hardy"), wireline licensee in West
Virginia RSA #5 and of various other licensees in markets which
overlap to some extent with the Quiet Zone, among them Virginia
RSA #4 - Bedford (non-wireline), virginia RSA #5 - Bath (non­
wireline), Virginia RSA #7 - Buckingham (non-wireline), West
Virginia RSA #2 - Wetzel (non-wireline), West Virginia RSA #3 ­
Monongalia (wireline) and West Virginia RSA #4 - Grant
(wireline). USCC also has agreements to acquire the wireline
licensee in West Virginia RSA #7 - Raleigh and the non-wireline
licensees in the Roanoke, Lynchburg, and Charlottesville, VA
MSAs.
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and possible FCC action in response to it, Petitioners, in a

companion motion, request a stay of the acceptance of any

"unserved area" applications proposing Service Area Boundary

coverage of any portion of the Quiet Zone.

As is shown below, amending the rule as requested herein

would be equitable and just to the licensees in the relevant

markets, would conserve the resources of the FCC and the National

Radio Astronomy Observatory (nNRAon), would not result in any

loss of cellular service to the pUblic and would be consistent

with the objectives of Section 22.949 of the Commission's Rules.

As noted above, Petitioners request that during the pendency

of this ru1emaking proceeding, the FCC stay the acceptance of any

RSA "unserved area" applications proposing 32 dBu contour

coverage within the Quiet Zone. It is urgently necessary for the

FCC to act expeditiously on this issue as the time is fast

approaching for unserved area applications to be filed in the RSA

markets most affected by Quiet Zone considerations.

I. Background

The Quiet Zone was established in 1958 and encompasses an

area of approximately 13,000 square miles. A map depicting the

Quiet Zone and the markets it covers is attached hereto. 2

(Attachment A). The Quiet Zone was created to minimize possible

harmful interference to the NRAO, located at Green Bank, West

2 See Order in Docket 11745, released November 19, 1958.
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Virginia, which is located within West Virginia RSA #53 • The

Quiet Zone is defined by the following latitudes and longitudes:

Northern Boundary 39 15' N Latitude
Southern Boundary 37 30' N Latitude
Eastern Boundary 78 30' W Longitude
Western Boundary 80 30' W Longitude

Section 22.369(a) of the FCC's Rules requires that the NRAO

be notified of any proposed Part 22 base station within the Quiet

Zone. 4 The NRAO, which coordinates interference protection for

the NRRO as well as itself, then has a 20 day comment or

objection period. If the NRAO does not find the facility

objectionable, it notifies the Commission in writing with a copy

to the applicant (Which letter is included with the Form 489,

Form 401 or Form 600 filing when it is made with the FCC).

If the NRAO objects to the proposed facilities, the FCC,

pursuant to section 22.369(a) (3) of its Rules, "will, after

consideration of the record, take whatever action is deemed

appropriate. II In practice, the FCC always defers to the NRAO's

position. Any cell site within the Quiet Zone not approved by

the NRAO will not be licensed.

It is undisputed that the standards employed by the NRAO to

prevent or minimize possibly harmful interference to the

observatories have had the effect of absolutely barring cellular

3 The Quiet Zone is also designed to protect the Naval Radio
Research observatory ("NRRO"), which is located at Sugar Grove,
Pendleton County, West Virginia, part of West Virginia RSA #5.

4 The Quiet Zone restrictions are not service specific, but
cover all classes of facilities licensed by the Commission. See,
~.g. Section 73.130 concerning broadcast facilities.
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facilities from parts of the Quiet Zone and of imposing severe

restrictions on other facilities. 5 For example, both

Easterbrooke and Hardy have been advised on many occasions that

the NRAO would only consent to proposed cellular facilities if

the Effective Radiated Power employed was far less than one watt.

Attached hereto (Attachments B and C) are two examples of letters

from the NRAO to USCC advising USCC that proposed cells near

Elkins, West Virginia (in West Virginia RSA #5) and Covington,

Virginia (in Virginia RSA #5) would be limited to .OS watts and

0.Q2 watts ERP respectively. Attached hereto as Attachments, 0,

E, and F are letters from the NRAO to the representative of

Easterbrooke advising him that certain proposed West virginia RSA

#5 cells of Easterbrooke would be limited to .000031 watts, 0.04

watts, 0.01 watts, 1.7 watts and 0.07 watts respectively. The

deleterious impact on licensees' ability to provide cellular

service is obvious, especially in light of the mountainous

terrain in those parts of West Virginia and virginia which

comprise the majority of the Quiet Zone. 6

5 The NRAO's announced criteria are as follows.
The computed power density the transmitter produces at the

Observatory reference antenna should not exceed:
1 x 10-8 W/M2 for frequencies below 54 mHz;
1 X 10-12 W/M2 for frequencies from 54 to lOS mHz;
1 X 10-14 W/M2 for frequencies from lOS to 470 mHz;
1 X 10-17 W/M2 for frequencies from 470 to 1000 mHz;
S2 (GHz) X 10-17 W/M2 for frequencies (f) above

1 GHz; except CCIR-224 densities for the radio
astronomy frequency bands plus narrow guard bands.

6Failure to complete build out of those markets has not been
the result by any lack of diligence on the part of the licensees.
As of this date, despite the severe constraints imposed by the

(continued•.. )
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II. The Commission Should Amend Its Rules
To Preclude The Filing of "Unserved Area"
Applications within The Quiet Zone

There are fifteen cellular markets which overlap in whole or

in part the Quiet Zone. The following chart lists all the

markets, with their percentage overlap with the Quiet Zone and

the five year "build out" deadline for their wireline and non-

wireline systems.

Market

Roanoke, VA MSA
(Market 157)

Lynchburg, VA MSA
(Market 203)

Charlottesville, VA MSA
(Market 256)

Cumberland, MD MSA
(Market 269)

Maryland RSA #l-Garrett
(Market 463)

Virginia RSA #4-Bedford
(Market 684)

Virginia RSA #5-Bath
(Market 685)

Percentage of
Market within
Quiet Zone

43%

32%

46%

.01%

1%

3%

100%

"A" Block
Build out
Deadline

10-10-92

9-12-94

6-16-94

5-19-92

9-20-95

7-19-95

7-12-95

"B"Block
Build out
Deadline

9-13-91

2-19-92

2-2-92

11-2-93

5-29-95

10-26-95

9-17-95

6( ••• continued)
Quiet Zone regulations, Easterbrooke has constructed and placed
in operation seven cells covering 25% of West Virginia RSA #5 and
Hardy has constructed and placed in operation three cells
covering 27.4% of the market. Easterbrooke is planning to add
three more cells by the end of its five year build out period,
which will increase its coverage to approximately 42% of the
market (including all portions of the market lying outside the
Quiet Zone). Hardy will add four cells which will increase its
coverage to 58.5%. Hardy's coverage in West Virginia RSA #5 is
also assisted by USCC's ownership of licensees in neighboring
markets, which allows for increased power by cells located close
to West Virginia RSA #5's eastern border. However, as is
demonstrated in the attached maps, (Attachments G and H) Which
show Hardy's existing and projected coverage in West Virginia RSA
#5, Quiet Zone restrictions will still preclude coverage of the
eastern forty percent of the market.
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Virginia RSA #6-Highland
(Market 686) 100% 6-26-95 9-17-95

Virginia RSA #7-Buckingham
(Market 687) 10% 6-08-95 7-27-95

Virginia RSA #10-Frederick
(Market 690) 19% 8-13-95 8-30-95

West Virginia RSA #2-Wetzel
(Market 702) 9% 8-13-95 9-17-95

West Virginia RSA #3-Monongalia
(Market 703) 22% 9-20-95 3-25-96

West Virginia RSA #4-Grant
(Market 704) 59% 4-23-95 3-25-96

West Virginia RSA #5-Tucker
(Market 705) 66% 7-12-95 5-29-95

West Virginia RSA #7-Raleigh
(Market 707) 21% 5-11-95 7-27-95

The MSA markets referred to above either have minimal

overlap with the Quiet Zone or are located relatively far from

the NRAO. It is upon certain RSA markets, most particularly West

Virginia RSAs 4 and 5, in which are actually located the NRAO

and the NRRO, that the detrimental impact of the Quiet Zone is

most severe. Moreover, with respect to the RSA markets listed

above, especially those in West Virginia and virginia, it is

clear (a) that their five year build out deadlines are fast

approaching and (b) that the degree of their overlap with the

Quiet Zone and, in most cases, proximity to the NRAO, means that

there will be sizable unserved areas remaining in those markets

at the end of the five year "build out" period.

In 1987, the FCC stated its essential rationale for allowing

a five year build out period for licensees to construct their

systems before other applicants could file for unserved areas

within the relevant markets:

"[S]ince technical problems related to site locations,
terrain, and contour coverage that may require some
expansion of the CGSA are most likely occur in the early
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part of the construction period, we believe that five years
is sufficient•... Furthermore, we believe that the five year
period which includes the initial period to complete
construction under our rules provides enough time to
identify either unpredicted demand outside the CGSA or
changing patterns in demand that might justify expansion of
the CGSA.

Amendment of the Commission's Rules For Rural Cellular service, 2
FCC Rcd 2306, 2308 (1987).

At that time, the FCC expressed its agreement with the

"consensus" expressed in the comments filed in the proceeding

that:

"licensees and permittees should be permitted some specified
protected period for expanding cellular systems but should
not be given an undue amount of time to do so free of
competitive applications."

However, that sensible rationale for allowing unserved area

applications by new applicants after a five year period has

elapsed from the date of the original construction permit is not

properly applicable when a licensee has been precluded from

expanding its coverage not by any unwillingness to provide

service but rather by a unique restriction reSUlting from an

activity of the federal government itself. Thus, it would, we

SUbmit, be unfair to present Quiet Zone cellular licensees if, at

some time in the future after their five year build out periods

had expired, Quiet Zone restrictions were relaxed or new

engineering techniques were developed which would permit a

greater degree of Quiet Zone coverage by cellular systems and

those licensees were not allowed a reasonable opportunity to

provide that additional service.
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Equally importantly, permitting unserved area applications

to be filed for locations within and extending into the Quiet

Zone has the potential to create major administrative

difficulties for the NRAO and the FCC itself.

It would not make sense either to permit new "unserved area"

applicants proposing locations affecting the Quiet Zone to submit

Phase I (or Phase II) applications which had not been cleared by

the NRAO or to require the NRAO to review conflicting proposals

by unserved area applicants when it was uncertain which, if any,

of them could be granted.

Also it would create unacceptable administrative uncertainty

to allow Quiet Zone unserved area applicants to file applications

containing proposals which were under consideration but were, as

yet unapproved by the NRAO. It is also probable that the legal

uncertainties generated by such questionable applications would

generate requests for declaratory rUlings, petitions to deny and

other FCC filings. Such filings would consume the time of the

Wireless Bureau, the NRAO, incumbent licensees and unserved area

applicants with no productive purpose being served.

It is quite unlikely that unserved area applicants will find

a way to meet NRAO requirements which has eluded RSA licensees

who have sought unsuccessfully to provide seamless service for

the past five years despite having every incentive to do so. The

more likely result would be the filing of a number of ungrantable

applications which would be inconclusively involved in the FCC's

administrative processes for years to come and would also have
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the effect of preventing incremental improvements in service by

the present incumbent licensees. Thus, there is no reason to

believe that permitting unserved area applications to be filed

will improve service to the pUblic and every reason to believe it

may detract from it.

III. The FCC Should Amend Section 22.949
As Described Below And Should, In
Any Case, Stay The Rule's Effect On
the Quiet Zone until The Commission
Has Had An Opportunity To Consider
This Request

Petitioners would recommend that Section 22.949 be amended

by the addition of a new paragraph, paragraph (e), which would

provide as follows:

"(e) Quiet Zone Provisions. Notwithstanding the
provlslons of section 22.949(a)-(d), no Phase I or
Phase II unserved area applications for RSAs will be
accepted which propose Service Area Boundaries which
extend into, in whole or in part, the "Quiet Zone"
described in section 22.369(a) of the Rules. Licensees
of those RSAs, during their license terms, will be
permitted to file applications to serve areas within
the Quiet Zone in accordance with the rules applicable
to system expansion during the five year build out
period.

Such a provision would allow licensees in markets

overlapping the Quiet Zone an opportunity to take advantage of

any future relaxation of the NRAO's interference protection

standards or cellular technological developments which would

allow improved coverage while complying with Quiet Zone

restrictions. It would also allow cellular coverage improvement

within the Quiet Zone to take place on orderly basis in close

consultation with the NRAO.
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If at some time in the future Quiet Zone coverage

restrictions were removed, the Commission could remove this

paragraph from the rules, set dates for accepting unserved area

applications and treat the Quiet Zone like all other parts of the

country.

As is shown at pages 5-6 above, the five year build out

deadlines and subsequent dates for filing Phase I applications

are fast approaching in the affected RSAs. In many cases, the

day for filing Phase I applications will precede the time when

the FCC would, in all likelihood, rule on this Petition.

Accordingly, while the FCC is considering the Petition and

any comments that may be filed concerning it, we would ask that

the Commission stay the acceptance of any RSA post five year

buildout period unserved area applications proposing extensions

into the Quiet Zone, including those of incumbent licensees.

For the reasons given above, Petitioners do believe that

incumbent licensees should be granted the exclusive right to file

applications in the Quiet Zone while Quiet Zone restrictions

remain in effect.

However, we do not now ask that the FCC prejudge the issue

by allowing incumbent licensees and no one else to file unserved

area applications to serve the Quiet Zone in advance of the FCC's

rUling on this Petition.

A stay of all post five year build out period RSA unserved

area applications proposing service into the Quiet Zone while the

FCC considers this request would be an appropriate means of



+--

11

protecting the rights of all parties concerned as well as

protecting the integrity of the Quiet Zone.

Conclusions

For the foregoing reasons, Petitioners respectfully request

that the FCC issue a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking at the

earliest possible date proposing the amendment of section 22.949

as described above and simultaneously issue a stay of the

acceptance of RSA Phase I and Phase II unserved area applications

in the Quiet Zone.

Respectfully sUbmitted,

EASTERSROOKE CELLULAR
CORPORATION

Santarelli, smith
& Carroccio

1155 Connecticut Ave., N.W.
suite 900
Washington, D.C. 20036
(202) 466-6800

Its Counsel

May 4, 1995

CELLULAR

Koteen & Naftalin
1150 Connecticut Ave., N.W.
suite 1000
Washington, D.C. 20036
(202) 467-5700

Its Counsel
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NATIONAL RADIO ASTRONOMY OBSERVATORY

POST oFFICn BOX 2 GREP,.N DANK, WE'ST VIRGINIA 24tJ44-0002
TELEPHONE 304 4~6-2011 PAX 304 456-2200•

ID: OCT 27'93 12:03 No.022 P.05

ATTACHMENT B

Auglll>1 3, 1993

Lloyd M. McMurphy
US Celluhtr
8410W Bryn Mawr Aw. Suite 700
Chicagn JL (J()631-3486

Itc: Public Mobile (Cellular) Radio Service
United Sfatell Cellular
Chicago, JL 60631
Pr,IimiDary evaluation of proJXlscd

810·890 Mllz tranllmitter on Kelly
Mountain near Elkinll, WV. pea­
your fned 1clt"" dated 2Altg93.

NRQZ "P60~/1AuR93

Dear Mr. McMurphy:

Wlum pntparing your FCC applicah(m, you will naxl to provide for tho limit ofeffective radiated pnwer relativo to a
dipole (ERPd) toward Green Bank. WV.

'The NRAO muat he notified wbun 1111 application i. mailed to the FCC. The notice should cnnaiat of. copy of the
t:ompleted. signed. and dalCllJ FCC application form plWI • cover Ieuer siving the antonna pin-patlem and orientation
sufficient to verify the BRPd toward C"JfOen Bank. Then the mAO will conunent to tbe FCC.

The ERPdUmil(!I) toward Orecn B8nk III1d the MteDDA sile parameters used for tbill evahl8rion aN:

I.ocation........................... Kelly Mountain
Lacitudo............................ 380 54'•• y.,
l..clftaitlJlle 79D 47' 19-
Ground eleVAtion (AMSL).... 3160 teot
Antemaa height (AOl1 )......... 200 teet
PreqUMOy 870.0 MHz
BRPd limit..... 0.08 watts

Azimuth 10 Green BlUlk... 184.8D tme

Jf this ERPd limit iN too restrictive tOr the applicant's neOO1i. 1 will work with you to find It mutDIIUy acceptablo
alternative.

The Navy reIICaI'Ch facility at SUllar Grove. WV, will nut ~jcct to this application.

WAS/55

OI'I:MTCD DY ASSOCIfo11iD L.MlI&AIIlT1Ee.INO.,
ItNnlQll~ ...~MNI'IlrM'INT~.. n.c:NI\l ..W.1 ~J"'IPNfTrnN"lATrW



ATTACHMENT C

NATIONAL RADIO ASTRONOMY OBSERVATORY
POST OFFICE BOX 2 QREeN BANK. wesr VIRGINIA 24944-0002
TBLBPHONE 304 4S6--2011 FAX 304 4S6-2200

+---

•
ID: OCT 27'93 12:02 No.022 P.03

AURUSI 2, 1993

Eric D. Kitchen
8410 W Bryn Mawr Ave. Suite 700
Chicago,IL 60631-3486

Re: Public Mobile (CelluJu) Radio Service
United St.te. Cellular
Cml3lO. II. 60631
Prelimilwy evalu.lion of propoaed
870-8,. Mill band tnmsmiuen

n..CnviDJton, VA, per YOllr
flled letter dated 28Jul93.

NRQZ "6U/28Jul'3

Dear Mr. Kitchen:

When preparing your FCC AJlPlicatloD. you will need to provide for the limit ofeffective radiated power relative to •
dipole (ERPJ toward OI'CCll1 Bank, WV.

The NRAO mUll be GUtifiod when an Ipplication ill _led 10 tho fCC. The notice should conliat nf 8 copy of the
completed. Biped, and datM FCC application form plUIl. cover Jete.- pin, the antama pin-pattern and on-tation
sufficient to verify tbe ERPd toward Green Bank. Then the NRAO will cumll1llllt to the FCC.

The ERPdlimil(a) toward Green Bank lUJd tho antanna lite JJII'IIJ1et«s ulled for tIIis evaluatino are:

Location .
Udihldo ..
l.onaitllde ..
Ground elevalion (AMSI.) ..
AntCGDll _,ht (AGL) .
Frc:qucIIlC)' .
ERPd limit .
A:dmuth to On'lOD Bank .

Covln,ton, VA
31D 48' '<J­
790 59'26-
1630 feet
205 foot
870.0 MHz
0.05'""8
10.8° true

if this ERPd limit ill loo rustrictive for tho appliC8llt'jo; neeck. I will work with you to fUKi • mutually accepI8blo
alternative.

The Navy~y facility at Sugar Grove, WV. will not object to this application.

WAS/fOfj

OPeRAlED rtf~'TIOlMMiA8ITIi8, INC.•
UNOliiAOOOPIiM1l\IE~WITH lHC M\TlONIIIL scoa: FQNlo\mN
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ATTACHMENT D

NATIONAL RADIO ASTRONOMY OBS~KVATORY

POST OFPICE BOX 2 G.R.IEN BANK. WEST VIIlOlNlA 24944 0002
TELBPHONE (304) 4'~2011 PAX (304) 4~2200

April", 1995

CtdfiIW
TOCT__

...QaIdI8 Foocbilll Plrtway Suite 2B
EJ Dondo HiUs, CA 95762

Roe: CelJ* Rldio Service
TGC Telcom
II Dcndo Hi1II, CAPNH.., eva1uMioD ofproposed
87..... MHz bad tnnQitter in

MarliDloa, WV, per yout faxed
....... 23M1r95.

NRQZ #P73Zi23Mar95

W1Ma ....... your FCC applic:arioD, you will need to pl"OVi.de tor tile hmit at ettectlve l'IdIated power relative to •
dipole (DPd> town GleeD B-.WV.

TIle NlAO IIIIIIt bllIOtified wtMD ID tpplMwioIl i, _led to die FCC. 11le aoIice IIhnuld consist of a copy of the
cc....114........ 1Dd dated fCC applicltioD form plus a 00VfJt 1etIIlr pviq the IDtemII piD-p&ttetD aDd arieotltioa
suIficia to verity the ERPd town GneIl Bak. 11.IIIl the NRAO will commeat to the FCC.

LocacioD .
Latitude .
Loa,ilUd ..
Grou8d _atiOll (AMSL) .
A.-. beiaht (AGL) .
Freq:-.cy•..•••..••................
ERP. limit ..
AJ.i1llPdl to Green Bank .

MarIn""" WV
31- 13' 30"
SOOOS'17"
2440 feet
140 ....
870.0 MHz
3.1 ]l to-S WlIIU
41.00 trnfl

If dIU ERPd limit is too I1lIUictive for the applicant's needI, I will work with you to find. mutuUy ICCCpCIbte
....-tive.

The Navy r.-d1 &cility It Su..Grove. WV. will not object to this applicatioo. .

WMJey A. S·izeaI-r

(304) 456--2107

~1ID'" ~1'!D UNVIJIlInsa, 1lIC.,
I,NlefIl~1115N1/FfDIIIlHrwmt '!HE *1DttlL SQ5NC5 RUDlTOol
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ATTACHMENT E

NATIONAL RADIO ASTRONOMY OBSERVATORY
JIOII'OPRCEBOX2 OIIENBANIC, WBSTVJROlNIA 24944 OOO'J
TBLI!PHOHI 304 456·2011 PAX 304 456-2100

I.e 8.1993

c.1 FiIIae1
Ibn1 Cellular ..........
2513 aa,bd: RoM Suite 9
Fairfield CA 94S33

Re: CeIhaIIr Wio Service
a.... CeUulu Manaaement
FairtWd, CA 94533

... ..........., et1duItima ofpiopdlii:id
87.....MBzhmd UIn Ite-

...... ScM6CaauDIDd~.
1* Jour 1etW dIded <UUD93.

NaQZ 1P68117Jan'3

DeIr Mr. F_1:

........... your FCC "'icIdoa. yon will Deed to pmvide far die limitofe«ective ndiasIld poMIf NIItive to •
dipole (IIlPJ towardare. ....wv.

11Ie NRAO DIIIIt be DDtifiecI 1Ipp&Itioa is IDIiJed to die FCC. 11ae DDtice IboaId cc8It of • copy of tbe
0- 11 l8ddatld FCC IIpp&Itioa formplus.cov _ orimiltioo
tIIIfIciIIIt to vmfy 6e BRPdtoMnl GreeD Thea the NRAO wiD~ to the FCC.

TIle BRPd1imit(s) towIrd Greea Blat IDd the "]JItDWlta's 1IIIeCl for dIis ewlutim Ire:

~ .
T,..", .
~ .
~ (AMSL)....

A.-.beiPt (AGL)••••._•.
~ , .

. BR'd~Iiftt ~ :: ::.:: .
........ toOrem BIDt ..

e'ue Bti....
.06'14­
7rr25',r
1800 feet
300 feet

170.0 MHz
'OlM Witts .
205.6° true

Soutll Cap". ro.piptAwn
WOO' 06- ]SO 53' 53-
79" 2.. 15- ao- 01' 01-
~700 feet 2520 felt
200 IIet 180..
110.0 MHz 110.0 MHz
0.01~.- ... ' .·--·l~iWili'"

'JIJ1JJO true 163Ao flUe

If tIaia BRPcl limit i. too ftlItrictive far die appIic8.fs .... I will 9IOIk with you to find a mdf.IIdy ereeptabIe
.temIItive.

SiIcenly.

--2.-/? ---"'~---

W.., A.,..1in
,.......Oftice
(304) 456-2107

WA1JI.

OI'IMTID IY ASSOCIATfO ....IVlftSITIU. IHC.,
UN:I8t COOIIERATI\I! MIAEEI'1ENT WITH TH£ NATIONAL SCI!NCE fOlJfO.4TION



ATTACHMENT F

NATIONAL RADIO ASTRONOMY OBSERVATORY
POST ames BOX 2 GREEN BANK, WEST VIRGINIA 1A944-OOO2
TELEPHONE 304 456-2011 TWX 710 938-1530 PAX 304 456-2271

AprU 4, 1991

Mr. Carl Fishel
lural Cellular Manaa...nt
2573 Claybank load, Suite 9
Fairfield, CA 94'33

Cellular ladlo Service
...-w. CIUJJLtI. ...,..., .
Fairfield, CA 94533
Request for prellllinary evaluation

of 170 !Hz tranaaltter
near Beverly, WV. and
2110 MHz tranaaitter on
111eh Mountain near Elkins, W,
p.r your phone request on
2 April 1991.

NRQZ #P437/2Apr91

n.ar Mr. Fishe1 :

When preparing your FCC application, you will need to provide for the
liJIit of effective radiated power relative to a dipole (ERPct ) toward
Green Bank, WV.

The RRAO IlUSt be notified when an application is ..Ued to the FCC. The
notice should conaist of a copy of the completed, signed, and dated FCC
application fom plu. a cover letter giving the antenna gain-pattern and
orientation sufficient to verify the met toward Green Bank. Then the
NRAO will comment to the FCC.

The EIlP" limit(s) toward Green Bank and the antenna site parameters used
for this evaluation are:

t..ocatlon ...........•.....

~tltu4e .

Ground elevation (AMSL) •.
Antenna height (AGL) .••••
Frequency .
EllPd 11.1t It •••••••

Azimuth to Green Bank .•..

..ar ItDrl!

38- 51' 53­
79- 49' 26­
2360 feet
100 f.et

870.0 MHz
23.8 watts
181.3· true

liM Movrn1;&lp
, .,;.t,k."

38- 52' 21'"
79- 55' 37·
3420 f.et
100 feet

2110.0 MHz
0.07 watt
170.7- true

OIIDADD ft ~tA!ID tllnIIIlU1S. me"
t-.a COOI'DArI9I~ WID DE 1L\'f1c.AL SC1lllCl POUID.AtlCl1 _.
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If this ERPd limit 1. too restrictive for the applicant'. needs, I will
work with you to finct a mutually acceptable alternative.

The Navy'.. reaearch facility at Sugar Grove, V.at Virginia, does not
object to these transmitters.

sincerely, ~

~/~
W••leyA.~
Interference Office
(304) 456·2107

WAS/cjd



US Cellular
288 Route 101
Bedford, NIl 03110.y . 4/27/95 by Th";"" w. Howey

/1' WVRSA#5
.Total Area- 4810 sq. milesVl -......,
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ATTACHMENT H



Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Washington, D.C. 20554

In the Matter of

Amendment of Section 22.949
of the Commission's Rules To
Provide For A Moratorium On
Acceptance of "Unserved Area"
Cellular Applications Within
The National Radio Quiet Zone

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

RM-

RECEPFr:n~~...

AfAY 4' 1995

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL
MOTION FOR STAY

Easterbrooke Cellular Corporation ("Easterbrooke") and united

states Cellular Corporation ("USCC") (jointly "Petitioners") hereby

move, pursuant to section 1.44(e) of the Commission's Rules to stay

the effectiveness of section 22.949(a) and (b) of the FCC's Rules,

as follows. Easterbrooke and USCC request that the filing of Phase

I or Phase II "unserved area" area applications for RSAs proposing

Service Area Boundaries which extend, in whole or in part, into the

National Radio Quiet Zone ("Quiet Zone") described in section

22.369(a) of the FCC'S Rules, be stayed during the pendency of the

rulemaking proceeding requested in Petititioners' companion

"Petition For RUlemaking." Acceptance of unserved area

applications not proposing any overlap with the Quiet Zone would

not be affected.

Background

In the Petition For RUlemaking to which this Motion is

attached, Petitioners demonstrate that section 22.949 should be

amended to preclude the filing of any "unserved area" applications

No. of Copies rec'd 0 J-L[
UstABCOE cw


